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DETAILED ACTION 

Status of the Claims 

1 . This action is in response to the restriction election filed on January 16, 2008. 
Claims 1-10 are pending. Claims 1-7 are elected with traverse. In response to the 
applicant's arguments filed on January 16, 2008 that the applicant states group I (claims 
1 -7) and group I (claims 8-1 0) are not independent and distinct inventions , the 
restrictions are withdrawn . Thus, claims 1-10 are examined. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 1 and 3-7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Chenevich et al., US 2002/01 1 1 886 A1 in view of Official Notice. 

As to claim 1 , Chenevich teaches a method of accounting electronic transactions, 
wherein the transaction is initiated by a payer from an electronic terminal, the method 
comprising fl[ 90 and Fig. 2): 

• delivering to the accounting system: a transaction code describing the type of 
transaction selected, an amount describing the transaction value, payer's ID 
which is assigned to the specific payer, and a payee's ID which is assigned to 
the payee fl| 66, 90-91 and Fig. 2; in particular, "account system" corresponds 
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to the payment manager, and "transaction code" corresponds to the selected 
method of payment in Chenevich's teaching); 

• verifying, via the accounting system, whether the payer is an authorized user, 
whether a beneficiary with the given payee's ID exists and what types of 
transactions are handled by this beneficiary, as well as whether the specified 
amount is available on the payer's payment account fl[ 66, 90-91 , 93); 

• sending from the accounting system cumulative information the transaction to 
the payer, which preferably contains extended information on the transaction 
(1166,92); 

• requesting the payer to accept the transaction, to correct or complete data, 
having received acceptance for the transaction 66, 92); 

• effecting accounting of the transaction on the payment account via the 
accounting system fl| 97). 

Chenevich further teaches sending notifications to the payer and payee 
regarding the transactions flj 93). Chenevich does not specifically teach sending 
acknowledgment of the payment to the payee, which preferably includes additional 
information on the payer, which are not directly related to transaction accounting, as 
well as acknowledgment of the transaction to the payer, which preferably contain 
additional information delivered to the accounting system by the payee. The examiner 
takes Official Notice that it is well known in the art that an account system sends 
acknowledgments to both the payers and payees. Thus, it would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to allow the accounting 
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system in Chenevich's teaching to include feature of sending the acknowledgments to 
the payer and the payee so that the payer and payee can better track the transaction. 

As to claims 3-4, Chenevich teaches the payee ID as discussed in claim 1 above. 
Chenevich does not specifically the payee's ID is a static ID, a temporary ID, or a local 
ID, or the payee's ID is assigned to a specific transaction or to a specific offer of the 
payee, through which the offer is explicitly identified. The examiner takes Official Notice 
that it is well known in the art that assigning different types of ID, such as permanent ID 
(static ID), temporary ID, local ID, specific ID. Thus, it would have been obvious to one 
of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to allow the payee ID in 
Chenevich's teaching to comprise different types so that the accounting system have 
better control over the transactions. 

As to claim 5, Chenevich modified by the Official Notice teaches a transaction 
lasts for the given period of time, and the amount is calculated by the accounting 
system during the session of a transaction initiated by the payer, the method further 
comprising: automatically, for every accounting unit, delivered or defined by the payee, 
and initiation of a transaction by the payer calculating the beginning of unit-charges, 
which constitute components of the transaction amount, whereas conclusion and 
complete accounting of the transaction is effected upon a request from the accounting 
system, the payee or the payer, and upon conclusion of the transaction 
acknowledgment of the payment is sent again to the payee, and the payer receives 
acknowledgment of the transaction, which include cumulative information concerning 
the whole transaction and its conclusion, while unit-charges are accounted by the 
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accounting system on-line or off-line (see Chenevich ^ 69, 72-74, 78, 99-104 and see 
claim 1 above). 

As to claim 6, Chenevich modified by the Official Notice teaches the amount is 
delivered to the accounting system in the beginning of a periodical transaction, while 
such a transaction is calculated up to the value of the specified amount, after which it is 
terminated by the accounting system (see claims 1 and 5 above). 

As to claim 7, Chenevich modified by the Official Notice teaches a transaction 
amount is received from the payee upon a request from the accounting system, which 
makes it possible to verify whether the amount specified by the payer is correct on the 
basis of the transaction amount, or to exclude the necessity to quote the amount when 
initiating a transaction by the payer, whereas concurrently with the transaction amount, 
the payee sends additional information on the transaction to the accounting system 
(Chenevich: U 66, 90-93). 

4. Claims 2-7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Chenevich et al., US 2002/01 1 1886 A1 in view of Official Notice, and in further view of 
Schimmel, US 2002/0103753 A1. 

As to claim 2, Chenevich modified by the Official Notice further teaches allowing 
the payer to choose aggregate multiple payments into a single payment (see Chenevich 
U 69). Chenevich modified by the Official Notice does not specifically teach the 
aggregate multiple payments are from a number of different payment sub-accounts. 
However, the matter is taught by Schimmel as the payments are split from a number of 
different payment sub-accounts that are designated by the payer (abstract and Figs. 3- 
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5). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to allow the aggregate multiple payments in the teachings of Chenevich 
modified by the Official Notice to be paid from a number of different payment sub- 
accounts so that it would not over burden a single payment account as stated by 
Schimmel (abstract). 

As to claims 3-4, Chenevich teaches the payee ID as discussed in claim 1 above. 
Chenevich does not specifically the payee's ID is a static ID, a temporary ID, or a local 
ID, or the payee's ID is assigned to a specific transaction or to a specific offer of the 
payee, through which the offer is explicitly identified. The examiner takes Official Notice 
that it is well known in the art that assigning different types of ID, such as permanent ID 
(static ID), temporary ID, local ID, specific ID. Thus, it would have been obvious to one 
of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to allow the payee ID in 
Chenevich's teaching to comprise different types so that the accounting system have 
better control over the transactions. 

As to claim 5, Chenevich modified by the Official Notice teaches a transaction 
lasts for the given period of time, and the amount is calculated by the accounting 
system during the session of a transaction initiated by the payer, the method further 
comprising: automatically, for every accounting unit, delivered or defined by the payee, 
and initiation of a transaction by the payer calculating the beginning of unit-charges, 
which constitute components of the transaction amount, whereas conclusion and 
complete accounting of the transaction is effected upon a request from the accounting 
system, the payee or the payer, and upon conclusion of the transaction 
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acknowledgment of the payment is sent again to the payee, and the payer receives 
acknowledgment of the transaction, which include cumulative information concerning 
the whole transaction and its conclusion, while unit-charges are accounted by the 
accounting system on-line or off-line (see Chenevich U 69, 72-74, 78, 99-104 and see 
claim 1 above). 

As to claim 6, Chenevich modified by the Official Notice teaches the amount is 
delivered to the accounting system in the beginning of a periodical transaction, while 
such a transaction is calculated up to the value of the specified amount, after which it is 
terminated by the accounting system (see claims 1 and 5 above). 

As to claim 7, Chenevich modified by the Official Notice teaches a transaction 
amount is received from the payee upon a request from the accounting system, which 
makes it possible to verify whether the amount specified by the payer is correct on the 
basis of the transaction amount, or to exclude the necessity to quote the amount when 
initiating a transaction by the payer, whereas concurrently with the transaction amount, 
the payee sends additional information on the transaction to the accounting system 
(Chenevich: U 66, 90-93). 

5. Claims 8-10 are rejected for the same rationales as stated in claims 1-7 above 
based on the applicant's admission that claims 1-7 and claims 8-10 are not distinct 
inventions (see page 10 of the applicant's remarks filed on January 16, 2008). 

Inquire 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Mary Cheung whose telephone number is (571)-272- 
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6705. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Thursday from 10:00 AM to 
7:00 PM. If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisor, James Trammell, can be reached on (571) 272-6712. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

The fax phone number for the organization where this application or proceedings 
is assigned are as follows: 

(571 ) 273-8300 (Official Communications; including After Final 
Communications labeled "BOX AF") 

(571 ) 273-6705 (Draft Communications) 

/Mary Cheung/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 3694 
February 19, 2008 



